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AMENDMENT 

Sin 

Further to an office action dated June 9j 2003, kindly amend the application as 
15 follows; 

IN THE ABSTRACT 
Kindly replace the abstract with the new al>stract enclosed on a separate page. 



REMARKS 

20 The present amendment is in response to a final office action dated June 9, 2003. 

No changes have been made in the claims. 

The Examiner objects to the abstract because it is in the form of a claim. The 
amended abstract is in narrative form, and less than 150 words long. 

Clauns 2 and 6 stand rejected under 35 U-S,C, 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
25 Patent 6,3603037 to Riza, The applicant respectfiilty disagrees. 

In the second paragraph of the '"Response to Arguments" on page 2 of the final 
office action, the Examiner states that 'Svithin the reference [Riza] the two beaju 
components of different polarizations are propagating along the same optical path and axe 
not split into components propagating along different optical paths until they are incident 
30 upon the polarizing beam splitting apparatus." 

The applicant does not tmderstand how the Examiner can say this, since it is very 
clear in Riza, in Figs. 3a and 3b (pertinent to our claim 6) and in Figs. 4a and 4b (pertinent 
to OUT claim 2), that the two beam components of different polarizations are propagating 
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